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Applicants have carefully reviewed the Office Actioit diited February 24, 2005 . Claims 1 - 10 are 
pending in this application. Reconsidefaticm and favorable action is respcctftilly reqttested, 

Clainis 1-10 stand rejected iihder tie judicially ct^ted doctrine of obviousness-tji^e dOuWc 
patenting as being unpatentable over Glaims i - l6 of U.S. Piateht No. 6,643,692 and also ovet Claims 
1-4 of U,S. Patent No, 6,697,949. Afipli<;anl^ have provided a "Terminal Di$ciaimer with rcsi>ect to U.S. 
Patent No. 6,643,692, Thus, the double |mtentihg rejection With respect to U.S. Patent No^v 6*643,692 
is overcome. 

With respect to U.S. Patent No. 6,697,949^, Claims 1-4 are directed toward a method for allowing 
a consumer to access an advertiser*s location over a global communication network firom a consumer's 
computer. This utilizes the steps of defining an archive location at a consumer's compute* and then 
broadcasting to a class of consumers abroa<k:ai5t ha auniqaic signal embedd^ therein. This* unique 
signal is embedded such that it ckni be decoded |6r extracted lliere&om at a consumer's location after 
reception thereof In response to titest^&p of decoding, a datiaba^ is "automatidally" acce^d in order 
to determine routing inibrrnation to a pred^niii^ locatioii on the network from the c^siimer's 
computer. Thereafter, this iiifdnrhidition is a^ the c6hjsum^> computer. This is d^St^n^titiy 

different from Applicants' current intventioii, in thkt there is no media associated therewith, th^e is no 
step of arcbivmg and there is no step of embedding the unique cod^ audio video bandwidth 

of a device. Specifically, the differiaice bet^wn the two claimis is clearly that the '949 patent requires 
archiving in the consumer's computer ^e det^ lliere is no step in the claims 

of the current application. TheiTefore* Applicwts believe^^ claims distinguish over Claims 1^4 of 
U.S. Patent No. 6,697,949 and, therefore, ApplicOTitsrtspeCt^^ request the withdrawal of the iiouble 
patenting rejection With r^pect thi^to. 

Claims 1, 4-6 and 9-10 stand rejected lirider 35 U.S.C/§ 103(a} as being unpatentable QVer the 
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. ... 

combination oi Bendinelli, Ullman, WdhienMdSeny et a/. Claims 2 and 7 -8 arc rejected in view of 
this combination and further in view of Hiiz^b^rger. Thisi r&jecHon is respectfully traveled witii 
respect to the claims as currently ammdedi 

The Examiner has added the Serrv^^/ atpiAttti to the references provided in the Jffior Office 
Action^ which were responded to in detail in -the last response. As such. Applicants incoipoi^e all of 
the remarks with respect thereto/ As noted in the iwviousr all of the JBertdinelli, Ullman, and 

Wolzien references utilize some type of vieitiCitt Walking iimf (VBl) for contmning infomiatiofl such as 
the URL, The Berry et al reference is a r^ere^ tfeat provides **a unique identifier encoded on the 
physical CD itself. . . [and] is based on toe siq#e*lM Book* audi {See Cot H, lines 32- 

35, emphasis added). Further, ia each liui^endOTt claim (Nos. 1, 7, 13 and 20) of Berry et aL, it is 
stated that "said unique identifying indicia bemg/dtdred a storage media separately from said audio 
recording . . . wherein said uhiqiie identiiyir^ in^ is accessed wittiofut accessing a^id audio 
recording." {See, eg- Col, 1 1 , lines 61-67>: f>njoA^£y odded.y Thm, the unique identifying indicia of 
Berry et aL is not embedded in the reiCorded audio inforthation, this being a significant difference 
between the two references. Thus, Applipant believes that the Berry reffsrence does not cure the 
deficiencies noted wi& respect to the three main references and, therefore, Applicants respectfiilly 
request withdrawal of the 35 U.S Cv § 103(a) with res|>eet to file rejected claims. 
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Applicants have now niaid© ian e^mert attempt in order to place this case in condition for 
aUowance. For the reasons stated above, Aiiplicants respectiBjlIx request full allowance of the claims 
33 amended. Please charge any «dtUtionai fees or deficiencies in fees or credit any oveipaymeht to 
Deposit Account No. 20-0780/PHLY-24,767 of HOWISON & ARNOTT, L.L.P. 




Respectfully submitted, 
HGWISON & ARNOTT, L.L.P. 
Attorneys for Applicants 
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